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57 ABSTRACT

A display enabled RFID tag (DERT) receives transaction
details from the reader. DERT verifies that the details match
their counterparts in the reader public key certificate. The
process is aborted in case of a mismatch. DERT extracts and
displays user-verifiable data. It then enters a countdown
stage that lasts for a predetermined duration. A user observes
the transaction information and, if the transaction amount
and other details are deemed correct, presses an accept
button provided on the DERT before the timer runs out.
DERT signs the time-stamped transaction statement and
sends it to the reader. This signed statement is then sent to
the payment gateway and eventually to the financial insti-
tution that issued the payment DERT.

3 Claims, 4 Drawing Sheets
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TRANSACTION VERIFICATION ON RFID
ENABLED PAYMENT AND TRANSACTION
INSTRUMENTS

STATEMENT OF GOVERNMENT SUPPORT

This invention was made with government support under
grant 0831526 awarded by the National Science Foundation.
The government has certain rights in the invention.

RELATED APPLICATIONS

The present application is related to U.S. patent applica-
tion Ser. No. 13/286,154, filed on Oct. 31, 2011, which is
incorporated herein by reference and to which priority is
claimed pursuant to 35 USC 120.

BACKGROUND

1. Field of the Technology

The disclosure relates to the field of methods of using
RFID tags in secure transactions and communications.

2. Description of the Prior Art

Recent emergence of RFID tags capable of performing
public key operations has enabled some new applications in
commerce (e.g., RFID-enabled credit cards) and security
(e.g., ePassports and access control badges). While the use
of public key cryptography in RFID tags mitigates many
difficult security issues, certain important usability-related
issues remain, particularly, when RFID tags are used for
financial transactions or bearer identification. What is need
is some kind of user-involved techniques for secure user-
to-tag authentication, transaction verification, reader expi-
ration & revocation checking, as well as association of RFID
tags with other personal devices.

Radio Frequency Identification (RFID) is a wireless tech-
nology mainly used for identification of various types of
objects, e.g. merchandize. An RFID tag is a purely passive
device—it has no power source of its own. Information
stored on an RFID tag can be read by a special device called
an RFID reader, from some distance away and without
requiring line-of-sight alignment (in contrast to barcodes).
Although RFID technology was initially envisaged as a
replacement for barcodes in supply chain and inventory
management, its many advantages have greatly broadened
the scope of possible applications. Current and emerging
applications range from visible and personal (e.g., toll
transponders, passports, credit cards, access badges, live-
stock/pet tracking devices) to stealthy tags in merchandize
(e.g., clothes, pharmaceuticals and books/periodicals).

The costs and capabilities of RFID tags vary widely
depending on the target application. At the high end of the
spectrum are the tags used in e-Passports, electronic 1D
(e-ID) Cards, e-Licenses, and contactless payment instru-
ments. Such applications involve relatively sophisticated
tags each costing a few dollars. Even though they are
powerful enough to perform sophisticated public key cryp-
tographic operations, there remain security and privacy
issues when these tags are used as a means of payment or
owner/bearer identification.

User authentication is a fundamental problem that has
received a great deal of attention in the security community,
for several decades. Solutions range from simple modifica-
tions to the standard PIN/password entry techniques to
schemes that require more complicated cognitive tasks from
users. Authentication of users to passive devices (such as
RFID tags) is a very recent issue. The first solution was
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proposed by Czeckis, et al. In it, users authenticate to an
accelerometer-equipped RFID tag by moving or shaking it
(or the wallet containing it) in a certain pattern. However,
this method assumes that RFID tags are equipped with an
accelerometer, and requires users to memorize movement
patterns. Also, it is prone to passive observer attacks.

A similar technique called “PIN-Vibra” was suggested by
Saxena, et al. for authenticating to an accelerometer-
equipped RFID tags using a mobile phone. In it, a vibrating
mobile phone is used to lock or unlock RFID tags. While the
usability of PIN-Vibra seems promising, it has a some
drawbacks: (1) high error rates—accelerometers on tags
cannot perfectly decode PINs encoded in phone vibrations,
(2) user’s phone must be present and functional (e.g., not out
of battery) whenever the tag has to be used, and (3)
accelerometer-equipped RFID tags are relatively expensive
and do not lend themselves to other applications that would
help amortize their cost.

Current literature and systems that address the transaction
verification and amount fraud problem use data mining,
machine learning techniques, and out-of-band communica-
tion; most banks verify transactions via alternate commu-
nication mediums such as email or telephone. A complete
survey of modern fraud detection techniques for Card Pres-
ent (ak.a, off-line) and Card not Present (a.k.a, on-line)
transactions is due to Kou, et al.

Three popular prior art methods to verify the status of a
public key certificate (PKC) are: Certificate Revocation
Lists (CRLs), Online Certificate Status Protocol (OCSP) and
Certificate Revocation System (CRS).

CRLs are signed lists of revoked certificates periodically
published by certification or revocation authorities (CAs or
RAs). Usage of CRLs is problematic in RFID systems as
they require the tag to have a clock in order to determine
whether a given CRL is sufficiently recent. The communi-
cation overhead can be quite high if the number of revoked
entities is large.

OCSP is an online revocation checking method that
reduces storage requirements for all parties involved, while
providing timely revocation status information. Although
well suited for large connected networks, it is a poor fit for
RFID systems as it requires constant connectivity between
readers and OCSP responders. Furthermore, the need for a
two-round challenge-response protocol with OCSP respond-
ers may make it susceptible to adverse effects of network
congestion and slow turnaround times.

CRS offers implicit, efficient, and compact proofs of
certificate revocation. However, it is unworkable in the
RFID context as it also requires verifiers (RFID tags) to have
a clock. Despite much prior work in RFID security and
certificate revocation, coupled with the fact that the problem
had been spotted by researchers, little has been done to
address reader PKC revocation and expiration checking
problems. Only very recently, Nithyanand, et al. proposed a
method that entails user involvement and DERT-s to deter-
mine PKC validity. Although this prior work includes a
preliminary usability study, it used a mock-up implementa-
tion of DERT-s on mobile phones.

A number of device security association/pairing methods
have been proposed over the last several years. They use
various out-of-band (OOB) channels in the process of secure
connection establishment, and as a result, yield different
usability characteristics. However, because of the nature of
very basic displays that can be integrated into RFID tags,
only visual text-based methods are appropriate for DERT-s.

BRIEF SUMMARY

The development of the illustrated embodiment is based
on two factors: (1) recent advances in hardware and manu-
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facturing have made it possible to mass-produce inexpensive
passive display-equipped RFID tags, and (2) high-end RFID
tags used in financial transactions or identification are usu-
ally attended by a human user (owner). Our techniques rely
on user involvement coupled with on-tag displays to achieve
security. User acceptance is a crucial factor in this context.

RFID tags are commonly used as payment and transaction
instruments (e.g., credit, debit, ATM and voting cards). In
such settings, a reader can easily be maliciously used to
mislead the tag into signing or authorizing a transaction
different from the one that is communicated to, or intended
by, the user. This is possible because there is no direct
channel from a tag to its user (i.e., no secure user interface)
on regular RFID tags and the only information a user gets
(e.g., a receipt, or an amount displayed on the cash register)
is under the control of a potentially malicious reader. Thus,
it seems impossible for a user to verify (in real time)
transaction details, e.g., the amount or the currency. This
problem becomes especially important with current elec-
tronic credit cards.

The problem of malicious RFID readers and the more
specific problem of transaction fraud has been largely
ignored. Currently, receipts produced by readers (or devices
that they are attached to) are the only verification proofusers
get at the time of transaction. However, as mentioned earlier
this doesn’t solve problem and arguably make it even worse
by triggering false sense of trust.

In the case of credit cards, users usually get monthly
statements or given access to online statements that list
recent transactions. However, small amount frauds are very
easy to miss on those statements since this information is
available at least few days or more after the transaction and
it is hard for users to remember and verify all those trans-
actions listed on a statement.

Our approach to transaction amount verification is
designed to work with any RFID-enabled payment instru-
ment. Its primary goal is to provide simple, secure and
usable transaction verification at a point-of-sale (PoS).

The Protocol
1. Display enabled RFID tag (DERT) receives transaction
details from the reader (seller/merchant).

2. DERT verifies that the details (e.g., issuing bank, account
number, etc.) match their counterparts in the reader public
key certificate (PKC). Protocol is aborted in case of a
mismatch.

3. DERT extracts and displays user-verifiable data, i.e., the
amount and, optionally, the currency code. It then enters a
countdown stage that lasts for a predetermined duration
(e.g., 10 seconds).

4. User observes transaction information and, if the trans-
action amount and other details are deemed correct, presses
an accept button provided on the DERT before the timer runs
out. At this point, DERT signs the time-stamped transaction
statement and sends it to the reader. This signed statement is
then sent to the payment gateway and eventually to the
financial institution that issued the payment DERT.

However, if the user decides that transaction details are
incorrect, the timer runs out (or the user presses the reject
button, if one is available), the DERT automatically aborts
the protocol.

Thus, what is disclosed is a method that allows users to
verify the transaction details (e.g., the amount being
charged) and explicitly approve them on RFID enabled
payment and transaction instruments.

This solution takes a proactive approach (instead of
reacting to fraudulent transactions after they occur) and
doesn’t allow any transactions to go through without user’s
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approval of its details (e.g., the amount for a credit card
transaction). It is also important that users verify transaction
details at the time of the transaction in our solution (not few
days later).

The illustrated embodiment can be used in many domains
especially with RFID enabled payment instruments. Banks,
credit card companies and companies producing equipment
for RFID based voting systems will find the method useful.

More particularly, the illustrated embodiment includes a
method for securing the communication of a wireless, inter-
face-constrained device with a reader including the steps of:
providing the wireless, interface-constrained device with a
passive display, where the wireless, interface-constrained
device is capable of generating a random number and is
characterized by a personal identification number (PIN)
having a predetermined number of numbers; generating the
random number with the same length as the PIN; displaying
the random number with the wireless, interface-constrained
device; using a reader keypad to change the displayed
random number on the wireless, interface-constrained
device to the PIN; and performing a matching algorithm in
the wireless, interface-constrained device, so that if the PIN
was entered correctly, the wireless, interface-constrained
device unlocks itself for communication with the reader,
otherwise the wireless, interface-constrained device remains
locked. By reason of this method a reliable user-to-tag
authentication is performed using an RFID with constrained
inputs.

The method further includes the step of masking all
numbers displayed on the wireless, interface-constrained
device except the one currently being modified to reduce
vulnerability to spying.

In another embodiment the illustrated embodiment
includes a method for securing the communication of a
wireless, interface-constrained device with a reader includ-
ing the steps of: providing the wireless, interface-con-
strained device with a timer, passive display and a user-
controlled input; receiving transaction details in the
wireless, interface-constrained device from the reader; veri-
fying that the transaction details match their counterparts in
the reader PKC, otherwise aborting communication in case
of a mismatch; extracting and displaying selected user-
verifiable data relating to the transaction; initiating a count-
down for a predetermined duration; observing the selected
extracted and displayed transaction information by a user
and, if the selected extracted and displayed transaction
information is deemed correct by the user, activating the
user-controlled input before the countdown ends; aborting
communication with the reader if the user deems that the
selected extracted and displayed transaction information is
incorrect, or if the countdown ends; detecting activation of
the user-controlled input; automatically authorizing a time-
stamped transaction statement to be sent to the reader if
communication with the reader is allowed by the user; and
completing the transaction through the reader if authorized.
As a result a reliable transaction verification is performed in
an RFID tag with constrained inputs.

In another embodiment the illustrated embodiment
includes a method for securing the communication of a
wireless, interface-constrained device with a reader includ-
ing the steps of: providing the wireless, interface-con-
strained device with a timer, passive display and a user-
controlled input; receiving in the wireless, interface-
constrained device a Certificate Revocation List (CRL) and
the reader’s Public Key Certificate (PKC) from the reader;

if either CRLexp or PKCexp, where CRLexp and PKC-
exp are the expiration times of CRL and PKC, respectively,
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is smaller than Tagcurr, the last valid time-stamp encoun-
tered by the wireless, interface-constrained device, or if
CRLiss=zPKCexp, where CRLiss is the issuance time of the
CRL, aborting the communication with the reader; deter-
mining in the wireless, interface-constrained device whether
the CRL from the reader includes the serial number of the
reader certificate and if so, aborting the communication with
the reader; checking in the wireless, interface-constrained
device the Certificate Authority (CA) signatures of the PKC
and CRL from the reader, and if either check fails, aborting
the communication with the reader; If CRLiss or PKCiss is
more recent than the currently stored date in the wireless,
interface-constrained device, where PKCiss is the issuance
time of the PKC, updating the stored date stored in the
wireless, interface-constrained device to the more recent of
CRLiss and PKCiss; displaying the lesser of CRLexp and
PKCexp in the wireless, interface-constrained device and
entering a countdown of fixed duration; deciding by means
of user discernment whether the displayed time-stamp,
namely the lesser of CRLexp and PKCexp, is in the future,
and if so, activating the user-controlled input before the
countdown ends; detecting activation of the user-controlled
input; and allowing communication with the reader, other-
wise automatically aborting communication with the reader
if activation of the user-controlled input is not detected
before the countdown ends or if the user otherwise activates
a user-controlled rejection input.

In another embodiment the illustrated embodiment
includes a method for securing the communication of a
wireless, interface-constrained device including the steps of:
providing the wireless, interface-constrained device with a
passive display and capability of generating a random pass
code for device pairing and running a secret based key
agreement protocol; generating and displaying a pass code
in wireless, interface-constrained device; prompting a user
of a paired device to enter the pass code; and using the pass
code to perform an authenticated key agreement protocol to
establish a common key between the wireless, interface-
constrained device and paired device and to confirm its
possession by both the wireless, interface-constrained
device and the paired device.

In another embodiment the illustrated embodiment
includes a wireless, interface-constrained device adapted to
communicate with a reader with a reader keypad including:
a passive display; a random number generator; a memory for
a personal identification number (PIN) having a predeter-
mined number of numbers, the random number with the
same length as the PIN; a circuit for communicating with the
reader so that the displayed random number on the wireless,
interface-constrained device can be changed to the PIN by
use of the reader keypad; and a processor coupled to the
display, random number generator, memory and circuit for
communicating. The processor is provided for performing a
matching algorithm, so that if the PIN is entered correctly,
the wireless, interface-constrained device unlocks itself for
further communication with the reader, otherwise the wire-
less, interface-constrained device remains locked. As a result
a reliable user-to-tag authentication is performed in an RFID
tag with constrained inputs.

In a further embodiment the processor is arranged and
configured to mask all numbers displayed on the display
except the one currently being modified to reduce vulner-
ability to spying.

In another embodiment the illustrated embodiment
includes a wireless, interface-constrained device for secur-
ing communication with a reader with a Public Key Cer-
tificate (PKC) including: a timer; a passive display; a
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user-controlled input; a circuit for communicating with the
reader for receiving transaction details from the reader; and
a processor coupled to the timer, display, user-controlled
input and the circuit for communicating. The processor is
provided for verifying that the transaction details match their
counterparts in the reader Public Key Certificate (PKC),
otherwise aborting communication in case of a mismatch,
for extracting and displaying selected user-verifiable data
relating to the transaction. The timer initiates a countdown
for a predetermined duration during which time a user
observes the selected extracted and displayed transaction
information and, if the selected extracted and displayed
transaction information is deemed correct by the user, acti-
vates the user-controlled input before the countdown ends.
The processor detects activation of the user-controlled input,
aborts communication with the reader if the user deems that
the selected extracted and displayed transaction information
is incorrect, or if the countdown ends, otherwise the pro-
cessor automatically authorizes a time-stamped transaction
statement to be sent to the reader if communication with the
reader is allowed by the user, and completes the transaction
through the reader if authorized. As a result a reliable
transaction verification is performed in an RFID tag with
constrained inputs.

In another embodiment the illustrated embodiment
includes a wireless, interface-constrained device for secur-
ing the communication with a reader including: a timer; a
passive display; a user-controlled input; a circuit for com-
municating with the reader for receiving a Certificate Revo-
cation List (CRL) and the reader’s Public Key Certificate
(PKC) from the reader; and a processor coupled to the timer,
display, user-controlled input and the circuit for communi-
cating. The processor is provided for aborting communica-
tion with the reader, if either CRLexp or PKCexp, where
CRLexp and PKCexp are the expiration times of CRL and
PKC, respectively, is smaller than Tagcurr, the last valid
time-stamp encountered by the wireless, interface-con-
strained device, or if CRLiss=PKCexp, where CRLiss is the
issuance time of the CRL, for determining whether the CRL.
from the reader includes the serial number of the reader
certificate and if so, aborting the communication with the
reader, for checking the Certificate Authority (CA) signa-
tures of the PKC and CRL from the reader, and if either
check fails aborting the communication with the reader, for
updating a stored date to a more recent of CRLiss and
PKCiss, if CRLiss or PKCiss is more recent than the
currently stored date, where PKCiss is the issuance time of
the PKC, for displaying the lesser of CRLexp and PKCexp
in the display and initiating a countdown by the timer of
fixed duration. A user decides whether the displayed time-
stamp, namely the lesser of CRLexp and PKCexp, is in the
future, and if so activates the user-controlled input before the
countdown by the timer ends. The processor detects activa-
tion of the user-controlled input and allows communication
with the reader, otherwise automatically aborts communi-
cation with the reader if activation of the user-controlled
input is not detected before the countdown by the timer ends.

An embodiment of the device further includes a user-
controlled rejection input and where the processor aborts
communication with the reader if the user activates the
user-controlled rejection input.

In another embodiment the illustrated embodiment
includes wireless, interface-constrained device adapted for
communication with a paired device including: a passive
display; a memory for storing a random pass code for device
pairing; a circuit for communicating with the paired device;
and a processor coupled to the display, the memory and the
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circuit for communicating. The processor is provided for
running a secret based key agreement protocol, for gener-
ating and displaying a pass code in the display, for sending
a prompt to a user of the paired device to enter the pass code,
and for using the pass code to perform an authenticated key
agreement protocol to establish a common key with paired
device and to confirm possession of the pass code by both
the wireless, interface-constrained device and the paired
device.

The various embodiments may be combined one with the
other in every possible logical combination to provide an
RFID tag having the characteristics of the correspondingly
combined embodiments.

While the apparatus and method has or will be described
for the sake of grammatical fluidity with functional expla-
nations, it is to be expressly understood that the claims,
unless expressly formulated under 35 USC 112, are not to be
construed as necessarily limited in any way by the construc-
tion of “means” or “‘steps” limitations, but are to be accorded
the full scope of the meaning and equivalents of the defi-
nition provided by the claims under the judicial doctrine of
equivalents, and in the case where the claims are expressly
formulated under 35 USC 112 are to be accorded full
statutory equivalents under 35 USC 112. The disclosure can
be better visualized by turning now to the following draw-
ings wherein like elements are referenced by like numerals.

BRIEF DESCRIPTION OF THE DRAWINGS

FIG. 1 is a prior art NXP Display-Equipped RFID Tag
(DERT) with two buttons.

FIG. 2 is a diagram illustrating a secure DERT to user
authentication protocol.

FIG. 3 is a diagram illustrating the DERT enabled trans-
action verification protocol.

FIG. 4 is a diagram illustrating the reader certificate
expiration or revocation verification protocol.

The disclosure and its various embodiments can now be
better understood by turning to the following detailed
description of the preferred embodiments which are pre-
sented as illustrated examples of the embodiments defined in
the claims. It is expressly understood that the embodiments
as defined by the claims may be broader than the illustrated
embodiments described below.

DETAILED DESCRIPTION OF THE
PREFERRED EMBODIMENTS

In this disclosure, we address four primary issues: user-
to-tag authentication, transaction verification, reader revo-
cation and expiration, and secure pairing of RFID tags.

User-to-Tag Authentication:

In many use cases of RFID-based electronic payment and
identification documents, authentication of the user to the
tag 12 before disclosing any information is necessary to
prevent leaks of valuable or private information. Current
systems require trust in readers 10 for the purpose of
authentication. For example, users must enter PIN-s into
ATMs or Point-of-Sale (POS) terminals to authenticate
themselves to the RFID tag 12 embedded into their ATM or
credit card. However, this leaves users vulnerable to attacks,
since secret PINs are being disclosed to third party readers
10, that are easy to hack and modify.

Transaction Verification:

RFID tags 12 are commonly used as payment and trans-
action instruments (e.g., credit, debit, ATM and voting
cards). In such settings, a malicious reader 10 can easily
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mislead the tag 12 into signing or authorizing a transaction
different from the one that is communicated to, or intended
by, the user. This is possible because there is no direct
channel from a tag 12 to its user (i.e., no secure user
interface) on regular RFID tags 12 and the only information
a user gets (e.g., a receipt, or an amount displayed on the
cash register) is under the control of a potentially malicious
reader 10. Thus, it seems impossible for a user to verify (in
real time) transaction details, e.g., the amount or the cur-
rency. This problem becomes especially important with
current electronic credit cards.

Reader Revocation and Expiration:

Any certificate-based Public Key Infrastructure (PKI)
needs an effective expiration and revocation mechanism.
Intuitively, certificate revocation in RFID systems should
concern two entities: RFID tags 12 and RFID readers 10.
The former only becomes relevant if each tag 12 has a
“public key identity” and we claim that revocation of RFID
tags 12 is a non-issue, since, once a tag 12 identifies itself to
a reader 10, the latter can use any current revocation status
checking method. In contrast, expiration and revocation of
reader certificates is a challenging problem in any public
key-enabled RFID system. This is because RFID tags 12,
being powerless passive devices, cannot maintain a clock. In
other words, an RFID tag 12 (on its own) has no means of
verifying whether a given certificate has expired or whether
any revocation information is recent.

Secure Pairing of RFID Tags:

Current high-end RFID tag 12 cannot establish a secure
ad-hoc communication channel to another device, unless the
latter is part of the same RFID infrastructure (i.e., an
authorized reader 10). Establishing such a channel might be
important as it would give tag 12 owner the ability to
manage its tag 12. Previously proposed secure device pair-
ing solutions require an auxiliary communication channel to
authenticate devices and establish a secure communication
channel. However, until now, RFID tags 12 lacked any
human interfaces and thus could not be paired with other
devices using current methods. Display-equipped RFID tags
12 open a new chapter in RFID security and give users more
control over their tags 12, e.g., using an NFC-capable
personal device (such as a smart-phone), a user can change
settings on a personal RFID tag 12.

The gist of the illustrated embodiment involves taking
advantage of recently developed technology that allows
high-end RFID tags 12 to be equipped with a small passive
display. We refer to such tags 12 as Display-Equipped RFID
Tags 12 or DERT-s.

As shown in the rest of this disclosure, carefully designed
user interaction with personal DERT-s can yield solutions to
aforementioned problems. We present several simple tech-
niques and conduct a thorough study to assess their usability
factors. One of the key motivating factors for our work is the
fact that DERT-s, such as the one manufactured by NXP
Semiconductors (shown in FIG. 1), are already being pro-
duced and are available on the market. Moreover, they cost
only a few dollars (or Euros) more than their display-less
counterparts.

In this disclosure, we use DERT-s to design a very simple
solution that permits user-aided verification and fully miti-
gates amount (and currency) fraud for Card Present trans-
actions. To the best of our knowledge, this is the first work
that offers a real solution and provides a comprehensive
analysis of its usability. The secure user-to-tag authentica-
tion solution described and tested in this disclosure is to be
compared to that of Abadi, et al.’s proposal for authentica-



US 9,443,240 B2

9

tion on smartcards, where a displayed random number is
modified by a user to match a PIN.

In this disclosure, we adopt a copy pairing technique, one
device chooses a passkey and displays it to the user and the
user is asked to type the displayed value into the second
device. The devices automatically run a shared secret
authentication protocol which succeeds or fails depending
on the user’s ability to copy the passkey correctly into the
second device and depending on the presence of an active
attacker.

All methods described below share the following general
assumptions: 1. Tags 12 are owned and operated by indi-
viduals (users/owners) who understand their roles in each
context. 2. Tags 12 are powerful enough to perform public
key operations (at least signature verification). 3. Tags 12 are
equipped with a one-line alpha-numeric display (OLED or
eDisclosure) capable of showing at least 8 characters. 4.
Tags 12 can maintain simple counters or timers while
powered by a reader 10. 5. Each tag 12 has a programmable
button. These parameters are not intended to restrict the
scope of the invention, but only to provide a context in
which the illustrated embodiment can be understood. Many
other and different parameters values and features can be
adopted in the claimed invention without departing from its
scope and spirit.

Consider first user-to-tag authentication. The illustrated
user authentication method is designed for DERT-s but can
be used on any wireless, interface-constrained device. We
make three additional assumptions: —Tags 12 are capable of
generating short (i.e., 4-6 decimal digits) random numbers.
—Users have access to a possibly untrusted keypad (or
keyboard) with cursor keys. The keypad can be part of (or
be connected to) the reader 10. —Tags 12 always clear and
reset their displays after authentication completes. We use
NXP tags 12 with two buttons in our usability tests, how-
ever, one of the button actions can be always substituted
with a timeout.

Turn now to the utilized protocol in the illustrated
embodiment as depicted in the diagram of FIG. 2. In order
to unlock a tag 12 for a transaction (e.g., a credit card at a
store, a cash card at an ATM, or an e-passport at a hotel), the
user needs to be authenticated by proving knowledge of a
secret, such as a PIN. The following method allows user-
to-tag authentication without requiring any buttons/keys on
the tag 12. Moreover, the PIN is protected from potentially
malicious (and certainly untrusted) readers 10.

Step 1. Powered by the reader 10, DERT generates a
one-time random number of the same length as the PIN.
DERT proceeds to display this random number.

Step 2. User operates the cursor keys (} | < —) on the
reader keypad to basically change this random number on
the DERT into his/her PIN. This is done digit by digit. For
example, if the random number displayed by DERT is
“5723” and the users PIN is “1296”, the necessary sequence
of key presses namely: 1) press | 4 times to change 5 to 1,
press — once to go to the next digit; 2) press | 5 times to
change 7 to 2, press — once to go to the next digit; 3) press
t 7 times to change 2 to 9, press — once to go to the next
digit; and 4) press | 3 times to change 3 to 6, followed by
Confirm. For each user key-press, the reader 10 sends a
corresponding message to the tag 12 detailing the key-press,
thereby prompting the tag 12 to update its display.
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10
Step 3. On each key press send a unique message to the tag
12 from reader 10.
Step. 4. Refresh the tag display after each key press message
is received.
Step 5. Upon receipt of the Confirm message, run an internal
matching algorithm in tag 12. If the PIN was entered
correctly, DERT unlocks itself for a transaction to receive all
message formats. Otherwise tag 12 remains locked.

Note that this method’s security is based on several
factors. The first is our assumption about the DERT’s ability
to generate quality, true or nearly true random numbers. The
second security requirement is that the user must alternate ¢
and | movements between digits. In other words, if only |
key is used for small, ie., <“5”, PIN digits (instead of
sometimes going past “9” to reach it), or vice versa for large
digits; such a pattern may leak information about the PIN in
the long run after repetitive executions of the protocol with
a given PIN with the same reader 10. If there is a concern
about such leaks, they can easily be prevented by allowing
only one of | or 1 keys to be used when modifying the
digits.

Consider now what is a called a shoulder surfing-resistant
variant of the protocol. A shoulder surfing attack involves
the adversary somehow observing user’s actions to obtain
critical information (e.g., PIN entered into an ATM). Such
attacks techniques range from simply looking over the users
shoulder, or using a camera to observe the victim. They are
simple to launch and effective in public areas where large
crowds or long queues are likely to occur. By applying a
simple modification of masking all digits except the one
being modified, it is easy to make the above listed protocol
shoulder surfing-resistant. (It does not become shoulder
surfing-proof, however). We tested both flavors of this
protocol and using the letter ‘n” as the masking character.

Turn to the issue of transaction verification of FIG. 3. In
the illustrated embodiment transaction amount verification
is designed to work with any RFID enabled payment instru-
ment. Its primary goal is to provide simple, secure and
usable transaction verification at a Point-of-Sale (PoS). The
following additional assumption is necessary: —The user
has access to either printed or digital (e.g., displayed on the
cash register) receipt for the transactions to be verified.

The transaction verification protocol in FIG. 3 is as
follows:

Step 1. DERT 12 receives transaction details from the reader
10 (seller/merchant).

Step 2. DERT 12 verifies that the details (e.g., issuing bank,
account number, etc.) match their counterparts in the reader
PKC. The protocol is aborted in case of a mismatch.

Step 3. DERT 12 extracts and displays user-verifiable data,
i.e., the amount and, optionally, the currency code. It then
enters a countdown stage that lasts for a predetermined
duration (e.g., 10 seconds).

Step 4. The user observes transaction information and, if the
transaction amount and other details are deemed correct, in
step 4a presses accept button on DERT 12 before the timer
runs out. However, if the user decides that transaction details
are incorrect, the timer runs out (or the user presses the reject
button, if one is available) and DERT 12 automatically
aborts the protocol at step 4b.

Step 5. If there is acceptance the activation of the accept
button is detected.

Step 6. DERT 12 signs the time-stamped transaction state-
ment and sends it to the reader 10. This signed statement is
then sent to the payment gateway and eventually to the
financial institution that issued the payment DERT 12.
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Consider reader revocation status checking of FIG. 4. In
the illustrated embodiment reader certificate expiration and
revocation checking is aimed at personal RFID tags
12—such as ePassports, e-licences or credit/debit cards—
when used in places where trust is not implicit. For example,
trust in readers 10 might be implicit in international airports
(immigration halls) or official border crossings. Whereas, it
is not implicit in many other locations, such as car rental
agencies, hotels, flea-markets or duty-free shops. This
approach entails the following additional assumptions:
—Tags 12 are aware of the identity and public key of the
system-wide trusted Certificate Authority (CA). In other
words, all tags and readers are subsumed by a system-wide
Public Key Infrastructure (PKI). —The CA is assumed to be
infallible: anything signed by the CA is guaranteed to be
genuine and error-free. —The CA periodically (at fixed
intervals) issues an updated revocation structure, such as a
CRL. —All tags 12 are aware of the periodicity of issuance
of the revocation information and thus can determine expi-
ration time of the revocation structure by simply consulting
its issuance time-stamp. —A tag 12 can retain (in local
non-volatile storage) the last valid time-stamp it has encoun-
tered. Note that our usage of the term “time-stamp” is not
restricted to time, i.e., hours and minutes. It is meant to
express (at appropriate granularity) issuance and expiration
of both certificates (PKCs) and revocation information.

Turn now to the reader revocation status checking proto-
col. Before providing any information to the reader 10, a tag
12 has to validate the reader’s certificate (PKC). The veri-
fication process is as illustrated in FIG. 4.

Step 1. Freshly powered-up DERT 12 receives the Cer-
tificate Revocation List (CRL) and the reader’s Public Key
Certificate (PKC) from reader 10. Let CRLiss, CRLexp,
PKCiss and PKCexp denote issuance and expiration times of
CRL and PKC, respectively. The last encountered valid
time-stamp kept by DERT 12 is denoted as TagCurr.

Step 2. If either CRLexp or PKCexp is smaller than
Tagcurr, or CRLiss=zPKCexp, DERT 12 aborts.

Step 3. DERT 12 checks whether CRL includes the serial
number of the reader certificate. If so, it aborts.

Step 4. DERT 12 checks the CA signatures of PKC and
CRL. If either check fails, DERT 12 aborts.

Step 5. If CRLiss or PKCiss is more recent than the
currently stored date, DERT 12 updates it to the more recent
of the two.

Step 6. DERT 12 displays the lesser of: CRLexp and
PKCexp. It then enters a countdown stage of fixed duration
(e.g., 10 seconds).

Step 7. The user 14 decides whether the displayed time-
stamp is in the future. If so, the user 14 presses DERT 12
accept button before the timer runs out, activation is detected
and communication with the reader 10 continues at step 7a.
Otherwise, the user 14 does nothing: the timer runs out and
DERT 12 automatically aborts the protocol or user 14
explicitly rejects reader 10, if a reject button is available at
step 7b and the protocol aborts.

Note that we use the term CRL above to denote a generic
revocation structure. In fact, the most appropriate (constant-
length) revocation structure for DERT 12 applications is the
so-called “mini-CRL”. In this disclosure, we remain agnos-
tic in this respect since revocation structure details are not
germane to usability.

Consider now secure device pairing. Our protocol for
bootstrapping a secure communication channel between
(i.e., pairing) DERTs 12 and more powerful computing
devices—such as laptops or cell-phones—is based on the
“Copy” pairing technique described above. This technique
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entails the following additional assumption: —DERT 12 can
generate short random pass codes for the purpose of device
pairing and can run secret based key agreement protocols.

The secure device pairing protocol is illustrated as fol-
lows.

1. DERT 12 generates and displays a sufficiently long, e.g.,
6-9 digit, pass code (in decimal).

2. The software interface on the other device prompts the
user 14 to enter this pass code.

3. Using the (presumably common) pass code, DERT 12 and
the second device run an authenticated key agreement
protocol to establish a (stronger) common key and confirm
its possession by both parties.

The words used in this specification to describe the
various embodiments are to be understood not only in the
sense of their commonly defined meanings, but to include by
special definition in this specification structure, material or
acts beyond the scope of the commonly defined meanings.
Thus if an element can be understood in the context of this
specification as including more than one meaning, then its
use in a claim must be understood as being generic to all
possible meanings supported by the specification and by the
word itself.

The definitions of the words or elements of the following
claims are, therefore, defined in this specification to include
not only the combination of elements which are literally set
forth, but all equivalent structure, material or acts for
performing substantially the same function in substantially
the same way to obtain substantially the same result. In this
sense it is therefore contemplated that an equivalent substi-
tution of two or more elements may be made for any one of
the elements in the claims below or that a single element
may be substituted for two or more elements in a claim.
Although elements may be described above as acting in
certain combinations and even initially claimed as such, it is
to be expressly understood that one or more elements from
a claimed combination can in some cases be excised from
the combination and that the claimed combination may be
directed to a subcombination or variation of a subcombina-
tion.

Insubstantial changes from the claimed subject matter as
viewed by a person with ordinary skill in the art, now known
or later devised, are expressly contemplated as being equiva-
lently within the scope of the claims. Therefore, obvious
substitutions now or later known to one with ordinary skill
in the art are defined to be within the scope of the defined
elements.

The claims are thus to be understood to include what is
specifically illustrated and described above, what is concep-
tionally equivalent, what can be obviously substituted and
also what essentially incorporates the essential idea of the
embodiments.

We claim:
1. A method for securing the communication of a wireless,
interface-constrained device with a reader comprising:

providing the wireless, interface-constrained device with
a passive display, where the wireless, interface-con-
strained device is capable of generating a random
number and is characterized by a personal identification
number (PIN) having a predetermined number of num-
bers;

generating a random number with the same length as the
PIN;

displaying the random number with the wireless, inter-
face-constrained device;
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using a reader keypad to change the displayed random
number on the wireless, interface-constrained device to
the PIN;

performing a matching algorithm in the wireless, inter-
face-constrained device, so that if the PIN was entered
correctly, the wireless, interface-constrained device
unlocks itself for communication with the reader, oth-
erwise the wireless, interface-constrained device
remains locked, whereby user-to-tag authentication is
performed;

14

a circuit for communicating with the reader so that the
displayed random number on the wireless, interface-
constrained device can be changed to the PIN by use of
the reader keypad;

a processor coupled to the display, random number gen-
erator, memory and circuit for communicating, the
processor for performing a matching algorithm, so that
if the PIN is entered correctly, the wireless, interface-
constrained device unlocks itself for further communi-

10 . . . . o
providing the wireless, interface-constrained device with gatlon with .thezi idead.er, othewlsle tll(le dw1r£:1esls), inter

i ol ewcontainel ok s ke, sty e
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Certificate Revocation List (CRL) and the reader’s a timer; ari lled input

Public Key Certificate (PKC) from the reader; a user-controtied mput; . .

if either CRI}:exp or PKCE:xp v)vhere CRLexp and PKC- 15 where the circuit for communicating with the reader
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isslﬁmﬁe tim(eiz of the CRL, aborting the communication Whl:r% the processor aborts communication with the
with the reader; e
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CRL from the rea de}lf (an d zf e%th er check fails, aborting where the processor determines whether the CRL from the
the communication \;vith the reader: ’ reader includes the serial number of the reader certifi-
; 30 . S .

If CRLiss or PKCiss is more recent than the currently catz and if so, aborts the communication with the
stored date in the wireless, interface-constrained readet, . .
device, where PKCiss is the issuance time of the PKC, Whe.:re ﬂ:i proc;ilslorglléezccks Iihgfc{ir?ﬁcatthuth?irlty (CdA%

: ; ; : signatures of the an rom the reader, and i
updating the stored date stored in the wireless, inter- ei%lrller check fails aborts the communication with the
face-constrained device to the more recent of CRLiss ;5 P mm
and PKCiss; reader,

. . ’ . where the processor updates a stored date to a more recent
displaying the lesser of CRLexp and PRCexp in the of CRLIi)ss and PKpCiss if CRLiss or PKCiss is more
wireless, interface-constrained device and entering a ¢ then th v stored dat herein th

countdown of fixed duration; recent than the currently stored cate, whereil the
deciding by means of user discernment whether the ,, PRCiss is th.e Issuance fime of the PKC,

displayed time-stamp, namely the lesser of CRLexp where the passive display displays the lesser of CRLexp

and PKCexp, is in the future, and if so, activating the ?nd PK?EXP(;I? dlts.plays a countdown initiated by the

user-controlled input before the countdown ends; tmer ol fixed duration, . .
detecting activation of the user-controlled input; and Wlfé?oigihissgcuggézifg 1?111);1;ieioiiﬁgii;%izcigva;

allowing communication with the reader, otherwise auto- 5 . Iv th }I FCRL q PKp C Y
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2. A wireless, interface-constrained device adapted to s, reader, otherwise automatically aborts communication

with the reader if activation of the user-controlled input

communicate with a reader with a reader keypad compris-
ing:
a passive display;
a random number generator;
a memory for storing a personal identification number
(PIN) having a predetermined number of numbers and
a random number with the same length as the PIN; L

is not detected before the countdown by the timer ends.

3. The device of claim 2 further comprising a user-

controlled rejection input and where the processor aborts

communication with the reader if the user activates the
user-controlled rejection input.



